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of the subject matter as an implied condition, is discharged by the destruc- 
tion of the subject matter, has been generally followed both in England and 
this country. The principal case, however, seems to have made a new appli- 
cation of this principle. 

Contracts— Violation ov Penal Statute— Transaction Void. — The 
statute of Kansas makes it a misdemeanor to accept any obligation in writing 
for which a patent right forms any part of the consideration, unless the 
words "given for a patent right" are inserted in the instrument. This is an 
action on two promissory notes, for which the consideration was a transfer of 
a patent right and in which this fact did not appear. Held, that the con- 
tract was void. Pinneyv. First National Bank (1904), — Kas. — ,75Pac. 119. 

The great weight of authority is with this case, in holding that a con- 
tract, the making of which is a misdemeanor, is void although not expressly 
declared so by statute. Wood\. Armstrong, 54 Ala. 150, 25 Am. Rep 671; 
Dillon v. Allen, 46 Iowa 299, 26 Am. Kep. 145; Brackett v. Hoyt, 29 N. H. 
264. Contra, Lindsey v. Rutherford, 56 Ky. (17 B. Mon.) 245. Neverthe- 
less in cases arising under statutes similar to that of Kansas, there has been 
a great diversity of opinion as to the effect of the omission of the words 
"Given for a patent right." There have been many decisions to the effect 
that such omission does not render the contract void even between those who 
have knowledge of the facts. Kraft v. Gingrich, 12 Pa. County 605; Haskell 
v. Jones, 86 Pa. St. 173; Streit v. Waugh, 48 Vt. 298; Tod v. Wick, 36 Ohio 
St. 370. The weight of authority at present, however, seems to be with the 
principal case in holding the contract void and that a note is not good in 
which the requisite words are omitted, at least unless in the hands of a bona 
fide holder, who is unaware of the purpose for which it was given. Sandage v. 
Studebaker Mfg. Co., 142 Ind. 148, 41 N. E. Rep. 380, 34 L> R. A. 363, 51 
Am St . Rep. 165; Mason v. McCleod, 57 Kas. 105, 45 Pac. 76, 41 L> R. A. 
548, 57 Am. St. Rep. 327. 

Corporations— Dissolution— Rights of Minority Stockholders. — 
The statute under which the defendant corporation was organized provided 
for the dissolution of corporations formed under it, and the sale of all cor- 
porate property, upon a vote to that effect by the holders of a two-thirds 
majority of thestock. Plaintiff was a minority stockholder. A syndicate was 
formed to buy up all the stock of the corporation, and upon plaintiff's refusal 
to sell, the syndicate which already possessed more than a two-thirds major- 
ity, caused a resolution to be passed directing a dissolution. At the sale the 
corporate property was purchased by an agent of the syndicate, and was 
afterward conveyed to anew corporation, formed by the members of the syn- 
dicate, for the purpose of carrying on the identical business of the pnvious 
corporation. Held, that plaintiff should have had an injunction restraining 
the dissolution proceedings. Theis v. Spokane Falls Gas Light Co., et al. 
(1904), - Wash. — , 44 Pac. Rep. 1004. 

It was insisted by the respondents that the statute conferred an unqualified 
right upon them to dissolve. The existence of such a right the court admits, 
in any case where a bona Me attempt to dissolve is made, but it denies that 
under the statute, even though absolute in its terms, "a two-thirds majority, or 
any majority, had a right to juggle with the corporation and the law" for the 
purpose of freezing out a stockholder. The corporation was in a prosperous 
condition, and no good reason existed for dissolution. The plaintiff could not 
be compelled to relinquish his investment, and the proceedings are in the 
nature of a fraud and gave equity jurisdiction to interfere. There seem to be 



